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18 August 1972

Mr. B. Brooks Thomas

Vice President and General Counsel
Harper & Row, Publishers, Inc.

10 East 53rd Street

New York, New York 10022

Dear Mzr. Thomas:

I am enclosing a copy of a paper called "World Opium
Survey 1972, " which you may have read about in the newspapers.
This was put out by the Cabinet Committee on International
Narcotics Control, and contributions were made by all agencies
participating in the effort to control the illicit narcotics traffic. '

I assure you I am not sending this as an attack on or
answer to Mr., McCoy's book, but since you are publishing
the book I felt a study of this nature would be of keen interest
to you. Incidentally, I thought your advertisement for Mr.
McCoy's book, which I saw in a recent copy of The New York
Times, was a fair enough statement of our negotiations with
you. Certainly, if anything that we did had a ''chilling effect'
as claimed by Nat Hentoff in the village Voice, it was not
noticeable at this end.

.

Perhaps on one of my rare trips to New York we might
have lunch and philosophize on the subject a bit. ‘

Sincerely,

Lawrence R. Houston

General Counsel
r

Enclosure

cc: ExDir-Compt C/DDP/NARCOG O/1G
DDI FE _ C/HIC
ADDP OLC

Mr. Thuermer SA/DDS
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"By Tim O’Brien
. Washington Post Staff Writer
The Central Intelligence
Agency has sent Harper and
Row, Inc., a detailed critique

of a book the firm is about to
release, saying the work will
do a “disservice” to the fight
against narcotics traffic in
Southeast Asia.

The New York publishing
house, however, has decided to
go ahead with publication of
“The Politics of Heroin in
Southeast Asia” by Alfred W,
MecCoy. The firm informed the
CIA that “it is our sincere
opinion that Mr., McCoy's
scholarship remains unshaken
and we do not see any reason
for making changes m the
text.”

The book is highly critical
of the CIA's efforts to sup-
press opium production and
smuggling in Southeast Asia.

On July 5, CIA General
Counsel Lawrence R. Houston
wrote {o Harper and Row, ask-
ing “to see the text” of the
book. “In the light of the per-
nicious nature of the drug
‘Htraffic, allegations concerning
involvement of the U.S. gov-
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pation of American citizens
should be made only if based
on hard evidence,” Houston
wrote. “It is our belief that no
reputable publishing house
would wish to publish such a}-
legations without being as-
sured that the support evi-
dence was valid.”

““This, of course, in no way
affects the right of a publisher
to decide what to publish. I
find it difficult to believe,
however, that a responsible
publisher would wish to be as-
sociated with an attack on our
government involving the vi-
cious international drug
traffic without at least trying

to ascertain the facts,” he
wrote.
Author McCoy, when told

that Harper and Row planned
to release galley proofs to the
CIA, protested. He argued in a
letter to B. Brook Thomas, the
firm’s vice president and gen-
‘leral counsel, that “submitting
the manuscript to the CIA for
prior review is to agree to
take the first step toward

abandoning the Fifpproved Féfﬁ@#ﬁ#g%gm m.,ﬂ,

1@77 iii/T Ta © K‘\}T‘K\ m\ D) ‘@ K‘\ A
+ 1= p R 7-‘* ; MRS N \Im
L @LL.,\JJJL LuiL_k/iz_ i C‘\LJ'. N

Harper and Row,

ernment therein or the partici-|
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ment protection against prior
censorship.”

McCoy cited “extralegal ac-
tions” taken by the CIA to ob-
struct the book’s publications.
He said, “Visits by the CIA (o
the tele-
phone calls, and the letters
are extralegal attempts by the !
CIA to harass and intimidate
me and my publisher.”

Thomas replied in a July 18

letter, however: “We want.
very much 1{o publish (the
book). But we want even more
to live up to the traditions and
responsibilities of a great pub~
lishing house as we see them.
If we are forced to make a
choice between the {wo, there

can be no doubt what that
choice must be.”
McCoy, under “strong -pro-

test,” agreed to give the CIA
an advance copy of his book.
He did so, he said yesterday,
“for  pragmatic reasons,”
partly because of the firm’s
decision not to publish the
.work if it were not {first re-
viewed by the CIA.

Acknowledging receipt of.
the manuscript, CIA counsel
Houston wrote Harper and
Row on July 21: “It is not our
intention to ask you to make
changes in Mr. McCoy’s hook
even if we believe some of the
statements might be harmful
to the government. It is possi-
ble that we might find some
statement which is currently
and properly classified in the
interest of national security. If
so, we will consult with vou,
but we believe this is hl:{hly
unhkely Our primary interest
is'in the validity of the evi-
dence with which Mr. McCoy
supports his allegations.”

A CIA agent hand-delivered
the agency’s formal critique of
gge vook in a letter dated July

“Mr. McCoy supports his
theme by citing a large num-
ber of allegations, assertions
and interpretations,” the 11-
page criticism said. “From an
examination of - these, it is
plain that Mr. McCoy has lim-
ited his citations to those sup-
porting his thesis, and he ap
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contradict it.” .
“Mr. McCoy’s charges

against the CIA, both directly
and by innuendo, have becn
repeated by editorial writers
throughout the nation and
could create an accepted myth
that the CIA bhas been in-
volved in the drug {raffic. The
truth is that CIA has never
been involved in the drug
traffic and is actively engaged
in {ighting against it. We be-
lieve that the effect of Mr.
McCoy’s book is {o do a dis-
service to this fight and to dis-
hearten the many sincere peo-
ple in CIA who are at least as
concerned about this menace
as Mr. McCoy.”

i In his book, McCoy argues
that “American diplomats and
secret- agents have bheen in-
‘volved in the narcotics traffic

at thrce levels”--coincidental-
complicity by allying with;
groups engaged in drug traf-!
ficking; abetting trafficking
by covering up for Southeast
Asian traffickers; and. active
engagement “in the transport
of opium and heroin.” 4
The CIA critique covered
several, although not all, of
the illustrations used by
McCoy to substaniiate his)
three charges. For ‘example,
McCoy said that Air America
—“which is vreally a CIA
charter airline™—has heen ac-
tively involved in the trans-
port of opium products out of
Laos. His sources, he said, in-
clude formerLaotian chief cof
staff QOuane Rattikone (him-
sclf a suspected drug smug-
_gler), Laotian air force com-
mander Gen. Thao Ma, a
USAID officer in Laos, and
McCoy’s own interviews with,
officials in Laotian villages. .
The CIA critique said: “We'
believe the statement Mr.;
Paul Velte, Managing Director
of Air America, made on 2
June 1972 in response to these
allegations, labeling them as
‘utterly and absolutely {false
cleariy expresses the company
cand CIA views on this mat-!
lter.” f
“General Ouane categori-|
-cally denied that Air America!
" was in any way mvolved m
such traffic.” . ,]

- “prove beyond doubt”
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MeCoy said yesterday that
“there are over- 200 pages of
material on American opera-
tions in the Golden Triangle
area. Out of all that, this is all|
they (the CIA) could come up/
with., Theyre only criticizing,
about 2 pel cent of my total
information.”

“The most remarkable thmg.
about the CJA’s critique is
that the agency actually ad-
mitted that one of its own
mercenary army commanders,
Laotian Gen. Chao La, was
running a heroin lab in north-
western Thailand. Although
the CJIA said it destroyed his
laboratory in mid:1971, it had
heen optrating since 1965 w1/
the agency’s full knowledg
he said.

Elisabeth Jakab, the editor
handling the manuscript, said
yesterday that “the industry
has been very cautious on
things like this ever since the
Clifford Irving story hrcke.”

A source al Harper and Row
said the CIA wrote the pub-

lishing firm that it could
that

wrong. -
the

'

McCoy’s facts wore
“They just didn’t do it,”
source said.

On Friday, the firm wrote
the CIA, responding to each of
the agency’s criticisms. The
“best service we can render
the author, the CIA and the' .
general public is to publish’
the book as expeditiously as
possible, and that is what we
intend to do.” The book is

scheduled for release on Aug
17.
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